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it is improbable that our knowledge of the period covered by the
' Decline and Fall ' can ever now be substantially increased, there will,
no doubt, be plenty of room for minor additions and corrections in future
editions. One point may be mentioned here. Gibbon was rather fond of
introducing allusions to modern events and persons, sometimes by way of
illustration, sometimes for the purpose of comparing a former with a
present state of affairs. These allusions are far from being always obvious
to the reader of our own day, while others have in their turn become
antiquated. Professor Bury has been rather arbitrary in selecting some
for explanation and leaving others alone. It would be well if at some
future time notes could be appended to all save the most obvious of such
allusions. G. McN. RUSHFORTH.

Geschichte Italiens im Mittelalter. Von L. M. HABTMANN. II. Band, 1.
Halfte. ' Romer und Langobarden bis zur Theilung Italiens.'
(Leipzig: Wigand. 1900.)

W E have here a further instalment of Hartmann's great book on the
history of Italy, a book which, commencing with the fall of the empire
in the west, is meant to comprise in seven volumes the story of the
Italian peninsula down to the beginning of the period of the Renaissance.

In the first volume Odovakar, Theodoric, Belisarius, and Totila were
the leading figures. In this first portion of the second volume we have
the history of the Lombard invaders and their antagonists, imperial
and papal, down to the year 680, at which date the author places ' the
division of Italy.' Obviously such a process as the Lombard conquest of
the larger part of Italy, a process continued with varying degrees of
success for three or four generations, is not one which can be easily
confined within precise limits of time. Its beginning we know, and can
refer it without doubt to the year 568 ; but its end may be placed almost
anywhere between Agilulf's peace in 599 and Aistulf's capture of Ravenna
in 752. Professor Hartmann's reasons for fixing not the conquest but the
partition of Italy in 680 seem to be satisfactory. By that time the
Lombards had renounced Arianism, and accordingly, though the scribes
in the papal chancery still, from the mere force of habit, called them
nefandissimi Lanrjobardi, peace was possible between them and the
Roman church. The emperor Constans had struck his great stroke for
the recovery of Italy, and had failed. His son Constantine Pogonatus,
sore beset by the Saracen besiegers of Constantinople, had definitely
renounced both the western-tending schemes of Constans and the
monotheletism of Heraclius. There was thus peace once more between the
papacy and the empire, and peace on the basis of the recognition of
accomplished facts between the empire and its Lombard invaders. But
Professor Hartmann shall sum up the results of the period now under
discussion in his own words.

The acceptance by the Lombards of the catholic faith, the overthrow of
Arianism, which was vanquished by the victory of the Bavarian dynasty, and
above all the establishment and recognition of the Boman catholic hierarchy in
the Lombard kingdom, are by no means isolated phenomena, to be explained
solely by the development of religious belief, but rather stages in the
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general de elopinent of the Lombard state, taking place gradually over a
period of a hundred years from the time of the irruption of the barbarians and
tending towards its incorporation in the political system of Homan Christianity.
For Maurice (582-602) as for Constans (641-668) there did not as yet exist any
Lombard state, but only a horde of hostile barbarians who, temporarily and
against all right, had obtained possession of a piece of Boman territory. The
jurisprudence of the Respublica Romana excluded these barbarians from its
cognisance; and as, in the case of individuals, a robber may be in actual
possession of stolen goods, and exercise over them certain compulsory powers,
but cannot make any contract about them, because it belongs to criminal law
to deal with his case, so with this Lombard foe, war was the normal relation, and
though there might be a temporary armistice, there was no possible recognition
of his rights. But as the Lombard on Roman soil had qua Lombard no rights
and no claim to legal protection, so too the Roman, just because he was an
enemy, had among the enemies of the empire no rights at all. The necessary
consequence was the consistent refusal to recognise Roman citizens and Boman
law, practised as far as it lay in their power by an Alboin or a Rothari; and
therewith also a refusal to,recognise the Boman church, which was an institution
of the Roman empire. Many emperors had, like Phocas, supported by popes like
Gregory I, contemplated a relation of mutual recognition, such as existed
between the empire and many barbarian states; and the Bavarian dynasty [of
the Lombards] had on its side pursued the same policy. The internal changes
which the Lombard state underwent, resulting from its settlement in the
country and the influence of the subject Roman population—changes which
often brought the actual relations of the parties into striking contrast with
their theoretical position towards one another—called imperatively for this
development on the side of the Lombards, while the increasing weakness of the
empire, and its increasing need to concentrate its forces towards the east,
produced the same effect on the side of the Romans. Grimwald (662-671) and
Constans are the last representatives of war, Perctarit (672-688) and Constantine
Pogonatus the representatives of the new, peaceful state of mutual recognition.
This condition of things meant for the Roman empire only the permanent
surrender of territory already hopelessly lost, but for the Lombard state it
implied a complete transformation of its internal condition.1

Again—
Thus was the world-historical partition of Italy accomplished. Although

in the twelve centuries that followed some slight shifting of boundaries might
take place, though one set of heirs might be succeeded by another entirely
different set, yet from the emperor Constantine to Pio Nono, from the Lombard
king Perctarit to Victor Emanuel, from Rorawald, duke of Benevento, to King
Bomba, the division of the inheritance remained essentially the same, ever
since the process of abandonment of imperial rights in Italy had been begun,
through the peace between the Lombards and the empire. The litical
opposition between Lombard and non-Lornbard Italy was not yet removed
even in our own century, and moreover, within the Lombard portion itself,
the separation of feeling between south and north may be distinctly traced back
to the isolated position of the duchy of Benevento.'-

This then is the chief object which Professor Hartmann proposes to
himself in recounting the history of an age which he truly calls a
qtiellenarme aber hochst wichtige Periode ; to trace the successive stages
of the gradual process by which the Lombard invaders crystallised into a
regular settled state, holding the same form of Christianity that was
professed among the civilised nations of Europe, and recognised as a

1 Pp. 270-1. • P. 273.
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state by the great world-empire at Constantinople. Having set this
object before him he pursues it with much siDgleness of purpose and
great thoroughness of method. The main narrative is .flowing and
comparatively popular in its character. In the notes at the end of each
chapter some critical questions are discussed, and the authorities for
each assertion in the text are duly marshalled.

Professor Hartmann is exceptionally well qualified for his office as
historian of this period by the fact that be was selected on the death of
Paul Ewald to edit the letters of Pope Gregory I for the ' Monumenta
Germaniae Historical How thoroughly his mind was steeped in facts
derived from this important collection is shown not only by this volume,
but by his valuable ' Untersuchungen zur Geschichte der byzantinischen
Verwaltung in Italien ' (a work which I personally regret not having
studied before I ventured to treat of the same subject), and though no
uncompromising champion of the papacy he seems naturally to assume
the attitude of one who contemplates passing events from the windows
of the Roman Curia. In fact if one must find any fault with so good a
piece of work it would be that the matters discussed are too predominantly
Roman and ecclesiastical. One longs to be brought more often in touch
with the spirit of the Lombard invaders (a longing which one would
certainly not have felt while they were still in the flesh); especially one
would like to have it explained why, even after their conversion to ortho-
doxy, it was still impossible to discover any modus vivendi between them
and the occupants of the papal throne. This deficiency, however, will
probably be supplied in the second part of the volume.

In conclusion I briefly indicate a few points which may be especially
interesting to students.

P. 10. A suggestion that the overthrow of the Heruli by the
Lombards, which was nearly coincident in time with Clovis's overthrow
of the Visigoths (A.D. 507), may have been connected politically therewith.

P. 19. A contrast between Alboin's invasion and that of Theodoric.
P. 40. A very good account of the nature of the power of the

Lombard dukes.
P. 53. An interesting list of survivals of the word fara (the Lombard

equivalent for gens) in the Italy of to-day.
P. 114. The probable connexion of the armistice between the empire

and the Lombards in 598 with the Avar attack on Singidunum.
P. 122. A suggestion that the remarks injurious to St. Peter, made

by King Agilulf to Basilius,3 may have been connected with the Istrian
schism.

P. 192; A caution against reading into Gregory I's position towards
the empire in 604 the aspirations after sovereignty entertained by the
popes contemporary with Pippin and Charles the Great. At the earlier
date all was in a state of flux, and imposing as was the pope's position,
and great, even from an economic point of view, as were the resources
which he wielded, there was still no idea of ' States of the Church'
detached from the empire.

Pp. 198-9. Some useful remarks on the length of time required for
correspondence between Rome and Constantinople.

3 Greg. Ep. ix. 44,
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Pp. 201-2 and 204. The strengthening of the local militias in Italy pre-
pared the way for its separation from the empire, and accounts for the in-
creasing tone of independence assumed by the Exarchs. In fact Eleu-
therius the Exarch (A.D. 619) by his armed revolt against Heraclius
anticipated, however unsuccessfully, the action of Charlemagne.

Pp. 219 and 238. The opposition to the monothelete emperors in Italy
was really a struggle for Italian independence, while the westward-tending-
policy of Gonstans II (663-668) was more statesmanlike than its critics
generally suppose.

Pp. 268-269 and 272. An elaborate account of the ecclesiastical geo-
graphy of Italy, founded on the signatures of the bishops at various synods.

Pp. 272-279. A valuable hint derived from a passage in Theophanes
(A.M. 6169). He mentions pvyK i^apyoi. KOX Kao-raXSoi coming with
gifts to arrange terms of peace at Constantinople. Are not these xaoraXSoi
Lombard gastalds, and if so may we not confidently affirm that about
the same time when Constantine IV made peace with the caliph
Moawiyah (677), he made peace with the Lombard king through the
intervention of gastald emissaries of the latter ?

I venture, in conclusion, to call attention to the frequent references-
made by Dr. Hartmann to the series of ' Studi Storici' commenced by
Professor Crivellucci in 1892. I have found Crivellucci's volumes very
helpful, and his researches are not confined to the Lombard period. I
think they ought to find a place in every good library of historical
reference in this country. THOS. HODGKIN.

A Beview of Irish History in relation to the Social Development of
Ireland. By JOHN PATRICK GANNON. (London: T. Fisher Unwin.
1900.)

IT is pleasant to read a book on Irish history which is not replete with
party recrimination, which points out the sequence of events and the
conditions determining them without dwelling in righteous indignation
on acts of injustice on the one side, or on crimes and outrages on the
other, without attributing all misfortunes and failures either to the
innate malignity of the rulers or to the original sin of those they were
trying to rule. Mr. Gannon's book, consistently with its name, is a
rapid review and not a detailed narrative. It attempts ' to explain
historically some of the difficulties suggested by the present state of
Ireland,' and the author's opinion, as stated by himself, is that, ' given the
peculiar combination of circumstances to which Ireland has been exposed,
and allowing on. all sides for the weaknesses of human nature, the actual
development of Irish society has been very much what might have been
expected.' Such a view perhaps savours of fatalism, but it has at least
the merit of keeping before the writer the importance of understanding
actions and events and of rendering them intelligible, rather than of
passing judgment upon them. As Mr. Gannon points out, one of the
dominating factors in the production of modern Ireland has been the
persistence of tribalism—a social system based on kinship, real or
fictitious—down to the sixteenth century, and, we may add, the continued
persistence of the tribal spirit long after its actual body was a thing of the
past. This was at first due to the fact that Ireland was never under the
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